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and tactics ; the leaders of the Montagne who, like the
Girondists, all belonged to the middle class, thought that
in view of the threatening foreign invasion a centralised
dictatorship was needed, and they established it, basing
their power on the excited masses of the capital. But it
was not a difference of class. " The fall of the Girondists
on June 2, 1793," says Pariset, " was a coup d'dtat; that
is to say, it was no rising from below, but a struggle on
level ground. It did not mean the accession to power
of another class or a new generation, but merely that other
persons seized the government by violent means. This
coup d'etat of June 2 was a precedent for all later coups
(Fttat, up to the i8th Brumaire and the installation of
the Empire." l To assume that the victory of Robes-
pierre meant the domination of another class, is an
arbitrary and distorting interpretation. Marxist his-
toriography is full of similar misinterpretations, mostly
due to preconceived ideas and to insufficient knowledge
of facts.
There can be no doubt that the French Revolution,
contrary to the English Civil War, was a struggle of
the middle and lower classes to get rid of the ancien
regime. It was a true rising from below, a struggle for
equal rights and equal fiscal burdens and for the aboli-
tion of a governmental and administrative system which
had become inefficient and impossible. This way of
putting it has the advantage of being conformable with -
the real facts; like all such sweeping statements, how-
ever, it is inadequate and futile; it says only what is
known to all. The French Revolution was an event
of such complexity, its consequences have been so mani-
1 Cf. E. Lavisse, Histoire de Prance Cantemforaine, vol. ii.; G. Pariset,
La Revolution (Paris, 1930), p. 113,
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